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1̂  Dear Mr. Joidan: 

0 
Q The Mulvaney for Congiess Committee ("Mulvaney Can̂ nign'̂  is in recent of your letter in the above-
' tfl lefetenced matter and Mr. Cudovic's complaint dated September 16,2010. The Muhraney Campaign responds 
^ to die allegations in the complaint as follows: 
ST 
2 1) Exhibit A shows a red and yellow "Sack Spiatt" sigpi- The MuWaney Campaign does not know v̂ o 
^ etected these sigps. The Mulvaney Campaigpi has not been involved widi die dê gn, productton, 

distiibudon, or installation of diese signs. The Mulvaney Campajgp has reoendy seen newer versions 
of these signs y/hidi cany the disclaimer "Paid for by SackSprattcom." 

2) Exhibit B shows a "̂ ack Spratt" sign affind to one of die Mulvaney CampaigpTs signs. The 
Mulvaney Campaign has seen diis in several instances, but to die best of our kno\ide4ge no one on 
our campaign staflf has been involved in erecting diese yellow signs. Our belief is diat they are being 
affixed by individuals not associated widi die Muhwiey Campaign to om s^s afier we erected .our 
signs. 

3) Eidiibit C is a hom&4nade sign elected by an individual supporter of the Mulvaney Campaign. Hie 
Mulvaney Campaign staff does not know this individuaTs name, but the left a message several weeks 
ago (widiout leaving her name) indicating that she made and erected diis sign herself. To the best of 

I our knowledge no one associated widi die Mulvaney Campaign was involved widi the design or 
: instaUation of this ogn* 

For all die foregoing reasons, there ii no teason to believe a violation occnned widi lespeet to die aUegations 
oontsined in the comphunt. In any event, given die gnwsBoots nature of die signs and the veiy low amount of 
money spent in connection widi die acdvides at issue, the comphint should be dismissed based upon 
piosecutodal discretion puisuant to Htekhr K Cbamy, 470 U.S. 821 (1985). Accosdin̂ y, die Commission 
should tske no further action and should prompdy dismiss die complaint 

Smoerê , 
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